People, who have a large difference in visual acuity between the two eyes, have trouble in binocular integration because of imbalanced interocular suppression which occurs before binocular summation (Meese, Georgeson, & Baker, 2006) . To reduce imbalanced interocular suppression, the current study first compared three SED-measurement methods suggested by previous studies (Experiment 1). In Experiment 2, we selected participants who had large imbalance of interocular suppression by using Xu, He, and Ooi (2012)'s method which had the highest reliability and reflected the other visual abilities better than the other methods in Experiment 1. Those who were selected participated in Experiment 3, designed to reduce imbalance of interocular suppression by using a push-pull protocol (Xu, He, & Ooi, 2010) and perceptual learning of binocular integration (Hess, Mansouri, & Thompson, 2010) . We found both training methods were effective in reducing imbalance of interocular suppression. The effect of non-dominant eye-specific attention was manifested in two different ways: facilitating information processing of a non-dominant eye and suppressing a dominant eye for faster emergence of significant reduction of the interocular suppression. Our results suggest that non-dominant eye-specific attention plays a critical role in reducing imbalanced interocular suppression.
감소하고 (Levi & Saarinen, 2004 ) 입체시 능력이 떨어진다 (Ding & Levi, 2011; Levi et al., 2015) .
약시 환자들의 입체시 기능이 감소하는 원인은 양안 통합 능력 부족이 아닌 양안 간 불균형적인 상호 억제이다 (Baker et al., 2007; Mansouri, Thompson, & Hess, 2008; Meese, Georgeson, & Baker, 2006) (Xu et al., 2010) , 두 번째로 응집 운동 방향 변별 과제 (Black et al., 2011; Mansouri et al., 2008) participants confirmed that the two central fixations were aligned, they were asked to press the space bar. After that four Gabor stimuli were presented. Participants were asked to find the one which had larger binocular disparity than others by pressing the corresponding number key on the keyboard. Each stimulus was assigned to a specific number as in the left-bottom side (The numbers were not presented during experiment). Stimuli were presented until participants' responses. Xu et al. (2010) . A trial began with central bull's eye fixations and fusion frames.
When participants confirmed that the two eye fixations were aligned, they were asked to press the space bar. After that a pair of orthogonal sinusoidal gratings were presented to each eye (one is horizontal and the other is vertical) for 500ms, the mask displays were presented for 200ms. Participants were asked to report their percepts by pressing the corresponding number keys on the keyboard.
The effect of attention and perceptual learning of binocular integration on reducing imbalanced interocular suppression -333 - Yang et al. (2010) . A trial began with central bull's eye fixations and fusion frames. After binocular alignments, CFS stimulus with 100% contrast and the target stimulus (arrow) with 0% contrast were presented to each eye. At every 100ms the contrast of CFS stimulus was decreased by 1% and the contrast of the target was increased by 1%. Participants were asked to report the orientation of the target arrow as soon as they perceived. The CFS presented eye was randomly chosen. (Xu et al., 2010) Coherence motion discrimination task (Black et al., 2011; Mansouri et al., 2008) bCFS task (Yang et al., 2010 (Xu et al., 2010) Coherence motion discrimination task (Black et al., 2011; Mansouri et al., 2008) The effect of attention and perceptual learning of binocular integration on reducing imbalanced interocular suppression -339 - lines were presented to both eyes at the beginning of each trial. When participants perceived that the vertical lines were aligned, they pressed the space bar. The dark exposure period was followed for 5 minutes, followed by the fixation displays. In the case of the attention training group, during this time a fusion frame presented to a non dominant eye was shifted 7.5° to the clockwise direction and came back to the original position in 100ms. After then, two stimulus displays were presented to each eye during 500ms. One is noise display consisted of Gabors with random orientation and the other one is signal display consisted of Gabors with coherent orientation. Participants were asked to report the mean orientation of presented Gabors by using arrow keys on the keyboard. 
